
From: Vickie Thornell

To: Billington, Tracie; 

CC: Mike Limbaugh; Lance Eckhart; 

Subject: FW: Your Comments

Date: Monday, December 11, 2006 11:25:35 AM

Attachments: DWR PROP 50 LTR 120806.doc 

Tracie, attached is the December 8 letter in Word format per your request.  
 
Vickie Thornell
Assistant to the General Manager
Mojave Water Agency
22450 Headquarters Drive
Apple Valley CA  92307
 
Phone    (760) 946-7002
Fax       (760) 240-2642
Email     vthornell@mojavewater.org
 
"Enjoy the little things, for one day you may look back and realize they 
were the big things." - Robert Brault
 

From: Billington, Tracie [mailto:tracieb@water.ca.gov]  
Sent: Monday, December 11, 2006 11:22 AM 
To: Mike Limbaugh 
Cc: Lance Eckhart; Vickie Thornell 
Subject: RE: Your Comments
 
Thanks Mike - Can you send it as a word file, so that it is easy to cut and paste into 
my compilation of comments.
 
Tracie L. Billington, P.E.
Department of Water Resources, Division of Planning & Local Assistance
901 P Street, Room 213-A, P.O. Box 942836
Sacramento CA 94236-0001
(916) 651-9226, (916) 651-9292 - fax, tracieb@water.ca.gov
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                                                                   22450 Headquarters Drive     (     Apple Valley, California 92307

Phone (760) 946-7000     (     Fax (760) 240-2642     (     www.mojavewater.org




December 8, 2006


Mr. Lester Snow


Director

California Department of Water Resources


1416 Ninth Street, Room 1115-1


P.O. Box 942836


Sacramento, CA  94236-0001


RE:
Proposition 50, Chapter 8 First Funding Cycle Recommended Project List


Dear Mr. Snow:


This letter is being sent by the Mojave Water Agency (MWA) in response to the draft recommendations for funding under Step 2 for the Integrated Regional Water Management Plan Implementation grants.  This letter contains two main parts.  The first part contains justification for a recommendation that additional funds be allocated in round one of the Proposition 50 Implementation Grant process.  The second part of the letter (contained as an attachment) provides specific responses to comments on the review summary of the MWA proposal.  These responses are supported by detailed documentation of critical information (referred to as “Exhibits”) that was provided to the State, which was apparently overlooked in the review process, resulting in a lower than justified score for the MWA grant proposal.  MWA believes that when this additional information is taken into account, and the factors below are considered, it is justifiable and appropriate to include funding for the MWA proposal in the Round 1 funding. 


Part 1


Specific reasons for this recommendation for increased first round funding are:


1. Legislative Requirement for geographic distribution of funds.

At the November 16 public meeting, DWR indicated that approximately $91 million would have to be allocated to qualified proposals from Southern California regions to meet the legislative mandate for geographic distribution of funds.  This would imply that almost four additional plans could be funded in the Southern California region, beyond the current recommendation, assuming an award of approximately $25 million each.  If both the remaining Southern California proposals were funded in Round 1 (MWA and SAWPA), that would still leave $41 million available for other qualified proposals.  This would allow for all of the Southern California “cream of the crop” (a term used by DWR representatives) proposals short-listed from Step 1 to be funded consistent with legislative mandates.  The MWA proposal and its IRWMP is easily justified as part of this elite  “cream of the crop” group given the additional information provided in the second part of this letter, and the fact that the MWA IRWMP received the highest numerical ranking of ALL the proposals in the State during the Step 1 screening process.  


2. Legislative Requirement for adoption of Integrated Regional Water Management Plans.


According to Water Code Section 79562.5 (c), the Department may only waive the requirement for consistency with an adopted IRWMP until January 1, 2007.  This will likely further limit the number of additional qualified regions beyond those already included in the Step 2 process, especially in Southern California.  Therefore, funding of two additional qualified Southern California regions (MWA and SAWPA) would accelerate the program and still leave funding available for the distribution of funds in the event that a limited numbers of other regions are able to meet the minimum required standards. What the State should NOT consider, however, is moving the funds allocated for Round 2 into the Proposition 84 process.   This would have the potential of ignoring the minimum standards set by the Legislature for Proposition 50.  It would also penalize those such as MWA, which choose to proactively buy into the Integrated Regional Planning philosophy and adopt Plans early on. 

3.  Take advantage of current high quality proposals, which have already been thoroughly reviewed by State staff.  


A tremendous amount of effort went into organizing IRWM plans within regions and preparing extensive proposals.  The grant application process for the first funding cycle of State Proposition 50, Chapter 8 Integrated Regional Water Management Program was considered by many as one of the most extensive and expensive grant programs administered in the history of DWR and the SWRCB.  The various regional grant applicants spent hundreds of thousands of dollars in public funds preparing their grant applications to meet the new State requirements and present well developed, ready-to-proceed projects.  There is a tremendous opportunity for the State to advance high-quality integrated water resources management proposals without waiting an extended period of time and without expending more resources.  


4. Passage of Proposition 84 provides more IRWMP funding, and Proposition 50 funds should be allocated immediately.   


With the passage of Proposition 84 in November 2006, voters indicated their intent to see $1 billion allocated for IRWM plans and projects in the State. Since these funds have been allocated to regions covering the entire State, significant funds will be made available to the IRWMP program.  Given that four years have elapsed since the passage of Proposition 50, expedited allocation of Proposition 50 monies to well-crafted, ready-to-implement Southern California programs is the most effective, efficient and reasonable way of disbursing remaining Southern California monies.  

5.  Funding of Proposition 50 applications must not be delayed through consolidation with the Proposition 84 process.   


With the passage of Proposition 84, many months will go by to revise grant guidelines and solicitation documents before a second implementation grant cycle can be initiated.  More grant applications and projects can and should be funded now to be responsive to voters by getting as much grant funding as possible out to regions that have projects ready to be implemented.  Again, we highly recommend AGAINST any consideration of consolidating available Round 2 funding from Proposition 50 into the Proposition 84 process.  This would further delay the distribution of available funding while new guidelines are established for Proposition 84.  

6.  Precedent for Second Funding Cycle Transfer Exists. 


Based on criteria established by the State, the original first funding cycle of Proposition 50, Chapter 8 Implementation program was to be $150 million. After evaluation of Step 2 applications, the amount of funding for the first funding cycle changed from $150 million to $175 million after three projects tied in ranking, and an additional $25 million is proposed to be transferred from the second funding cycle to the first funding cycle. By this transfer, it is clear that DWR has some flexibility in how much can be allocated in each funding cycle and can do so if there is a clear benefit to the State.  Additionally, the original maximum award was capped at $50 million during Step 1, but was modified to $25 million during Step 2.  Further, during the planning grant process in 2005, more proposals were funded beyond the preliminary list based on public review.


7. Expediting for Funding Benefits State. 


Proposition 50 was passed by the voters in November of 2002.  Funds under Proposition 50, Chapter 8 for the IRWMP Implementation are now being proposed to be released in 2007. To avoid further delays in utilizing these funds, several excellent IRWMP projects have been thoroughly screened by State staff and are ready to go, with minor modifications.  By increasing the funds available now, additional water resource projects can be expeditiously implemented, thus meeting the legislative goals of generating new water supplies and improved water reliability for the State.  The projects proposed will lead to readily identifiable jobs and revenue that will be important to regional and State economics.  It is in the State’s interest to take advantage of these water supply, water quality and economic benefits now.  

Please note that there are two attachments to this letter:  


· Mojave Water Agency Comment Letter Part 2 – Response to Reviewer Comments


· Exhibits A-Q in support of Response to Reviewer Comments (Part 2)

We appreciate your consideration of this request and look forward to hearing from you and your staff regarding this proposal.


Sincerely,


Kirby Brill


General Manager


enclosures:


1) Mojave Water Agency Comment Letter Part 2 – Response to Reviewer Comments


2) Exhibits A-Q in support of Response to Reviewer Comments (Part 2)

c:  
Tracie Billington, DWR



John Woodling, DWR

dwr prop 50 ltr 120806.doc/public/prop 50/step 2




From: Mike Limbaugh [mailto:mlimbaugh@MojaveWater.org]  
Sent: Monday, December 11, 2006 9:18 AM 
To: Billington, Tracie 
Cc: Kirby Brill - General Manager; Lance Eckhart; Vickie Thornell 
Subject: RE: Your Comments

Here is the just the letter
 

From: Billington, Tracie [mailto:tracieb@water.ca.gov]  
Sent: Monday, December 11, 2006 7:56 AM 
To: Kirby Brill - General Manager; Mike Limbaugh 
Subject: Your Comments 
Importance: High
 
I have the fax.  Can you try again to email me just the text of the letter, so that I can 
put that into the compiled comments, along with a not that there were supporting 
exhibits.  It makes it a  lot easier to forward all of the comments to folks for review.
 
Tracie L. Billington, P.E.
Department of Water Resources, Division of Planning & Local Assistance
901 P Street, Room 213-A, P.O. Box 942836
Sacramento CA 94236-0001
(916) 651-9226, (916) 651-9292 - fax, tracieb@water.ca.gov
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